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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C, 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

1 . Claims 7 & 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Howe (US 1 ,582,045) (previously cited). 

With respect to claims 7 & 28-29, Howe discloses a hand-truck comprising a 
platforni connected to a unitary rigid handle 22, 23, channel 17-19, locking plate 28 
connected to platform 10, first and second hinge members 20, and first and second 
stops 25 wherein a handle having handle bars 23 is positionable between a stowed 
position, pivotable position and a locked position and is accessible at each position to 
operatively maneuver a hand-truck. 

2. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Welter (US 
2,725,946). 

With respect to claim 27, Welter discloses a hand truck having a platform, 
wheels, T-bar 18, tongue member 16 parallel to a handle 15 lower portion and engaging 
a locking plate 13, 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the Invention was made. 

3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Welter 
(US 2,725,946) in view of Howe (US 1,582,045). 

With respect to claim 4, Welter does not disclose a channel member. Howe 
discloses a hand-truck comprising a platform connected to a unitary rigid handle 22, 23, 
channel 17-19, locking plate 28 connected to platform 10, first and second hinge 
members 20, and first and second stops 25 wherein a handle having handle bars 23 is 
positionable between a stowed position, pivotable position and a locked position and is 
accessible at each position to operatively maneuver a hand-truck. Howe teaches that a 
recessed handle allows longer objects, e.g. overhang a platform, can be placed on a 
platform such that "steering and propelling is done by manipulating the object itself." 
Page 2/L1 1-26. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the hand-truck of Welter to include a 
channel, as per the teachings of Howe, to handle overhanging loads. 

4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Welter 
(US 2,725,946) in view of Goral (US 5,078,415) (previously cited). 

With respect to claim 6, Welter discloses a hand-truck comprising a platform 
connected to a unitary rigid handle 22, 23, channel 17-19, locking plate 28 connected to 
platform 10, first and second hinge members 20, and first and second stops 25 wherein 
a handle having handle bars 23 is positionable between a stowed position, pivotable 
position and a locked position and is accessible at each position to operatively 
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maneuver a hand-truck. Welter does not disclose support members extending down 
from a platform parallel to a channel member. Goral discloses support members 3 
which extend down an equidistance as a central channel 5 to allow heavier loads placed 
on a platform, e.g. gas cylinders, to be lifted by heavy equipment such as fork lifts. Cols. 
1-2. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Welter's hand-truck to include support members, 
as per the teachings of Goral, to lift heavy loads such as gas cylinders. 

5. Claims 9 & 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Welter (US 2,725,946) in view of Masserant et al. (US 6,199,878). 

With respect to claims 9 & 1 1-12, Welter does not disclose box-like guard 
members. Masserant et al. disclose box-like guards 27a, 27b around wheels to house a 
wheel-braking and provide an opening through a hand-truck 11 wheel 13a, 13b may 
engage the ground. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the wheels of Welter to include 
box-like guards, as per the teachings of Masserant et al., to house a wheel brake. 

6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Welter 
(US 2,725,946) in view of Hanaoka (US 4,655,466). 

With respect to claim 13, Welter does not disclose a foot-brake. Hanaoka 
discloses a hand-truck having a foot brake 28 "which is grounded during loading 
operation and is lifted away from the ground during transportation operation." C3/L49- 
52. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
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time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Welter to include a foot-brake, 
as per the teachings of Hanaoka, to assist a hand -truck during loading operation. 

7. Claims 14 & 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Welter (US 2,725.946) in view of Howe (US 1 ,582,045). 

With respect to claims 14 & 17, Welter discloses a hand truck having a platform, 
wheels, T-bar 18, tongue member 16 parallel to a handle 15 lower portion and engaging 
a locking plate 13, 14, and does not disclose a channel member or support members. 

Howe discloses a hand-truck comprising a platform connected to a unitary rigid 
handle 22, 23, channel 17-19, locking plate 28 connected to platform 10, first and 
second hinge members 20, and first and second stops 25 wherein a handle having 
handle bars 23 is positionable between a stowed position, pivotable position and a 
locked position and is accessible at each position to operatively maneuver a hand-truck. 
Howe teaches that a recessed handle allows longer objects, e.g. overhang a platform, 
can be placed on a platform such that "steering and propelling is done by manipulating 
the object itself." Page 2/L11-26. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the hand-truck of 
Welter to include a channel, as per the teachings of Howe, to handle overhanging loads. 

8. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Welter 
(US 2,725,946) in view of Howe (US 1.582,045) and Hanaoka (US 4,655,466). 

With respect to claim 15, Welter does not disclose a foot-brake. Hanaoka 
discloses a hand-truck having a foot brake 28 "which is grounded during loading 
operation and is lifted away from the ground during transportation operation." C3/L49- 
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52. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Welter to include a foot-brake, 
as per the teachings of Hanaoka, to assist a hand -truck during loading operation. 

9. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Welter 
(US 2.725,946) in view of Howe (US 1.582.045) and Masserant et al. (US 6.199.878). 

With respect to claim 16. Welter does not disclose box-like guard members. 
Masserant et al. disclose box-like guards 27a, 27b around wheels to house a wheel- 
braking and provide an opening through a hand-truck 11 wheel 13a. 13b may engage 
the ground. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the wheels of Welter to include box-like 
guards, as per the teachings of Masserant et al.. to house a wheel brake. 

10. Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Welter (US 2,725,946) in view of Howe (US 1 ,582,045) and Goral (US 5,078,41 5) 
(previously cited). 

With respect to claims 18-19. Welter does not support members. Goral discloses 
support members 3 which extend down an equidistance as a central channel 5 to allow 
heavier loads placed on a platform, e.g. gas cylinders, to be lifted by heavy equipment 
such as fork lifts. Cols. 1-2. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Welter's hand-truck 
to include support members, as per the teachings of Goral. to lift heavy loads such as 
gas cylinders. 
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1 1 . Claims 20 & 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Welter (US 2,725,946) In view of Howe (US 1 ,582,045) and Goral (US 5,078,415) 
(previously cited). 

With respect to claims 20 & 22, Welter discloses a hand truck having a platform, 
wheels, T-bar 18, tongue member 16 parallel to a handle 15 lower portion and engaging 
a locking plate 13, 14, and does not disclose a channel member or support members. 

Howe discloses a hand-truck comprising a platform connected to a unitary rigid 
handle 22, 23, channel 17-19, locking plate 28 connected to platform 10, first and 
second hinge members 20, and first and second stops 25 wherein a handle having 
handle bars 23 is positionable between a stowed position, pivotable position and a 
locked position and is accessible at each position to operatively maneuver a hand-truck. 
Howe teaches that a recessed handle allows longer objects, e.g. overhang a platform, 
can be placed on a platform such that "steering and propelling is done by manipulating 
the object itself." Page 2/L1 1-26. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the hand-truck of 
Welter to include a channel, as per the teachings of Howe, to handle overhanging loads. 

Goral discloses support members 3 which extend down an equidistance as a 
central channel 5 to allow heavier loads placed on a platfomri, e.g. gas cylinders, to be 
lifted by heavy equipment such as fork lifts. Cols. 1-2. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Welter's hand-truck to include support members, as per the teachings of Goral, 
to lift heavy loads such as gas cylinders. 
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12. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Welter 
(US 2.725,946) in view of Howe (US 1,582,045), Goral (US 5,078,415) (previously 
cited) and Hanaoka (US 4.655.466). 

With respect to claim 23, Welter does not disclose a foot-brake. Hanaoka 
discloses a hand-truck having a foot brake 28 "which is grounded during loading 
operation and is lifted away from the ground during transportation operation." C3/L49- 
52. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Welter to include a foot-brake, 
as per the teachings of Welter, to assist a hand -truck during loading operation. 

13. Claims 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Welter (US 2,725,946) in view of Howe (US 1,582,045), Goral (US 5,078,415) 
(previously cited) and Masserant et al. (US 6,199,878). 

With respect to claims 25-26, Welter does not disclose box-like guard members. 
Masserant et al. disclose box-like guards 27a, 27b around wheels to house a wheel- 
braking and provide an opening through a hand-truck 1 1 wheel 13a, 13b may engage 
the ground. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the wheels of Welter to include box-like 
guards, as per the teachings of Masserant et al., to house a wheel brake. 

14. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Howe 
(US 1,582,045) in view of Hanaoka (US 4.655,466). 

With respect to claims 31 , Howe does not disclose a foot-brake. Hanaoka 
discloses a hand-truck having a foot brake 28 "which is grounded during loading 
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operation and is lifted away from the ground during transportation operation." C3/L49- 
52. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Howe to include a foot-brake, 
as per the teachings of Hanaoka, to assist a hand -truck during loading operation. 

15. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Howe 
(US 1 ,582,045) in view of Goral (US 5,078,415) (previously cited). 

With respect to claim 30, Howe discloses a hand-truck comprising a platform 
connected to a unitary rigid handle 22, 23, channel 17-19, locking plate 28 connected to 
platform 10, first and second hinge members 20, and first and second stops 25 wherein 
a handle having handle bars 23 is positionable between a stowed position, pivotable 
position and a locked position and is accessible at each position to operatively 
maneuver a hand-truck. Howe does not disclose support members extending down 
from a platform parallel to a channel member. Goral discloses support members 3 
which extend down an equidistance as a central channel 5 to allow heavier loads placed 
on a platform, e.g. gas cylinders, to be lifted by heavy equipment such as fork lifts. Cols. 
1-2. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Howe's hand-truck to include support members, 
as per the teachings of Goral, to lift heavy loads such as gas cylinders. 

16. Claims 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Howe (US 1,582.045) in view of Masserant et al. (US 6,199,878). 

With respect to claim 32-33. Howe does not disclose box-like guard members. 
Masserant et al. disclose box-like guards 27a, 27b around wheels to house a wheel- 
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braking and provide an opening tlirough a hand-truck 11 wheel 13a, 13b may engage 
the ground. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the wheels of Howe to include box-like 
guards, as per the teachings of Masserant et aL, to house a wheel brake. 
17. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Howe 
(US 1,582,045) in view of Welter (US 2,725,946). 

With respect to claim 34, Howe does not disclose tongue member. Welter 
discloses a hand truck having a platform, wheels, T-bar 18, tongue member 16 parallel 
to a handle 15 lower portion and engaging a locking plate 13, 14 such that a hand-truck 
may be manipulated in "crowded quarters, such as in warehouses, holds of vessels, 
boxcars or freight-carrying aircraft." C1/L17-25. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
apparatus of Howe to include tongue member, as per the teachings of Welter, for 
maneuverability in tight quarters. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the Tseng reference are persuasive with 
respect to Applicants 37 C.F.R. 1.131 Declaration swearing behind. Thus, the rejections 
based on Tseng have been withdrawn and new art applied. New claims 28 have been 
addressed on the merits above and arguments directed to Howe's perpendicular 
positioning addressed hereinafter. 

With respect to substantially perpendicular, its unclear if there is perpendicularity 
or merely close to perpendicularity. Broadly construed, Howe discloses a handle having 
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hinging means that permit a handle to rotate to nearly perpendicular which is enough to 
say that Howe's handle is substantially perpendicular when locked. In other words, 
Howe's locking plate 28 "serves as a rest or support for the handle when in an operative 
position." P2/L7-10. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory W. Adams whose telephone number is (571) 
272-8101. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th., 8:00-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eileen Lillis can be reached on (571) 272-6928. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomriation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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